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I. Basis of the report 

1 . With regard to the elements of the international application (Replacement sheets which have been furnished to 
the receiving Office in response to an invitation under Article 14 are referred to in this report as "originallv filed" 
and are not annexed to this report since they do not contain amendments (Rules 70. 16 and 70 17))- 



Description, Pages 

1-25 



as originally filed 



, Claims, Numbers 

1-16 



as originally filed 



Drawings, Sheets 

1/5-5/5 



as originally filed 



With regard to the language, all the elements marked above were available or furnished to this Authority in the 
language in which the international application was filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 

These elements were available or furnished to this Authority in the following language: , which is: 

□ the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of the international search (under Rule 23.1 (b)). 

□ the language of publication of the international application (under Rule 48.3(b)). 

□ the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international preliminary examination (under 
Huie 55.2 and/or 55.3). 

With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application the 
international preliminary examination was carried out on the basis of the sequence listing: 

□ contained in the international application in written form. 

□ filed together with the international application in computer readable form, 
furnished subsequently to this Authority in written form, 
furnished subsequently to this Authority in computer readable form. 

The statement that the subsequently furnished written sequence listing does not go beyond the disclosure 
in the international application as filed has been furnished. disclosure 

The statement that the information recorded in computer readable form is identical to the written sequence 
listing has been furnished. M 

The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 

□ the description, pages: 

□ the claims, Nos.: 

□ the drawings, sheets: 
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5. □ This report has been established as if (some of) the amendments had not been made since thev have 

been considered to go beyond the disclosure as filed (Rule 70.2(c)). V 

ieplrty'* 06 ™"* Sh6et containin 9 such amendments must be referred to under item 1 and annexed to this 

6. Additional observations, if necessary: 

III. Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 

1 . The questions whether the claimed invention appears to be novel, to involve an inventive ste D (to be non- 
°by.ous), or to be industrially applicable have not been examined in respect of. ' nVent,Ve Step (to be non " 

□ the entire international application, 
SI claims Nos. 9-12 

because: 

El the said international application, or the said claims Nos. 9-1 2 (IA) relate to the followina subiect matter 
which does not require an international preliminary examination (specify): T0 " 0W,ng subject matter 

see separate sheet 

D ttstss^ be,ow) ° r said c,aims nos - - - »— * 

D Sould beformed. id C ' aimS ^ m S ° inadec " uate| y supported by the description that no meaningful opinion 

□ no international search report has been established for the said claims Nos. 

2. A meaningful international preliminary examination cannot be carried out due to the failure of th«* nnHontWo 
KruSionsf SSqUenCe ' iStin9 10 COmP ' y With thS Standard Drovided f °' ^nnex C^M^^S^ 

□ the written form has not been furnished or does not comply with the Standard. 

□ the computer readable form has not been furnished or does not comply with the Standard. 

v - JS^JSSE^^SSSWJKSS ""^ ,nvenMve s,ep " indus,rtal °"">°*>»«*; 

1. Statement 

Novelty (N) Yes: Claims 1-16 

No: Claims 

Inventive step (IS) Yes: Claims 

No: Claims 1-16 

Industrial applicability (I A) Yes: Claims 1 -8, 1 3-1 6 

No: Claims 

2. Citations and explanations 
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Re Item I 

The claims are not numbered correctly after claim 12. The present written opinion 
refers to the claims as if they were numbered correctly from 1 to 16. 

The sequence listing filed on 09.10.03 according to the required specifications was filed 
after the filing date and is therefore not considered as being part of the description 
(Rule13 ter .1 (f)PCT). 

Re Item HI 

Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial 
applicability 

1 . Claims 9-12 relate to subject-matter considered by this Authority to be covered by 
the provisions of Rule 67.1 (iv) PCT. Consequently, no opinion will be formulated 
with respect to the industrial applicability of the subject-matter of these claims 
(Article 34(4)(a)(i) PCT). 



Re Item V 

* Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or 
industrial applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement. 

Reference is made to the following document: 

D1: Takaomi C. Saido et al. f Neuroscience Letters 215 ( 1996), 173-176 

2. The subject-matter of claim 1 is directed to a monoclonal antibody specifically 
recognizing Ap1 1-x peptides, which is further specified in claim 2 as recognising 
the sequences EVHHQ (Seq. Id. No. 1) , EVHHQKJ (Seq.ld. No. 2) in humans or 
related sequences in the mouse (Seq. Id. Nos 3 and 4). The monoclonal antibody 
is new (Article 33(2) PCT). D1 discloses on page 173, that polyclonal antibodies, 
which are specific for A|31 1-x can be produced by immunizing rabbits with the 
synthetic peptide pEVHHQK-c. The only difference between the disclosure of D1 
and the present antibodies lies in the fact that the present antibody is monoclonal. 
As the methods for producing monoclonal antibodies are well-known in the art, the 
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subject-matter of claims 1 and 2 does not involve an inventive step (Article 33(3) 
PCT). The additional features of dependent claims 3, 4 relating to the labeling of 
antibodies, of dependent claim 5 relating to the immobilisation on a carrier are 
well-known in the field and do not confer an inventive step on the antibody. 
Dependent claim 6 specifies two antibodies which are expressed by deposited 
hybridoma cell lines. The additional feature of being expressed by a defined 
hybridoma cell line does not confer an inventive step (Article 33(3) PCT) on the 
antibody of claim 6. The hybridomas (claim 7) producing the non-inventive 
antibodies do not involve an inventive step either. 

3. The methods for detecting ApTl -x using the non-inventive antibodies (claims 8- 
13) and the kit and composition comprising said antibodies (claims15, 16) do not 
appear to involve an inventive step (Article 33(3) PCT). 

4. Regarding claim 12 the application has not disclosed any data supporting the 
alleged technical effect (i.e.the diagnosis of a beta-amyloid related disease) on 
which the evaluaton of the presence or absence of an inventive step could be 
based. Therefore the subject-matter of claim 14 cannot be considered to involve 
an inventive step (Article 33(3) PCT). 



FURTHER REMARKS: 

For the assessment of the present claims 9-12 on the question whether they are 
industrially applicable, no unified criteria exist in the PCT Contracting States. The 
patentability can also be dependent upon the formulation of the claims. The EPO 
does not not recognize as industrially applicable methods comprising a surgical 
step. 
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